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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-3, filed 7/24/2006, are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reitmeier et al in view of Cooper et al, US No. 20040003399. 

Re claim 1 , Reitmeier et al disclose an input (see fig . 1 , element 5, an RF source) 
for receiving a plurality of digital television signals(provides a radio frequency (RF) 
signal comprising a plurality of television signals, col.3, lines 43-45); 
a first tuner coupled to said input fortuning to a selected one 
of said digital television signals capable of rendering a high quality video image(see 
fig . 1 , element 1 0A, first tuner); 

a first decoder (see fig . 1 , element 45, decoder) coupled to said first tuner for decoding 
said selected television signal(decode a new channel in response to a user input, col.3, 
line 30); 

a video signal processor(see fig . 1 , element 30, processing unit) for processing said 
decoded television 

signal(processes the stream to produce an image on a display device, col.4, lines 66- 
67); and a display for displaying said decoded television signal(see fig. 6a, display unit), 
characterized in that said digital television system further comprises: 
a second tuner(see fig . 1 , element 10B, second tuner) coupled to said input fortuning 
to a separate television signal carrying mosaic views(channel "mosaic" or image tile, 
col.11, line 15) of all channels available in said digital television system(digital television 
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system, col.1 2, line 24), each of said mosaic views having a quality lower than that of 
said digital television signals(produce a lower resolution video frame, col. 16, lines 35- 
36); a video switch for alternatively coupling outputs from said first decoder and said 
selector to said video signal processor(see fig.1 , element 40, video switch) ; and a 
controller coupled to said first tuner(see fig.1 , element 70, controller) , said selector 
and said video switch , said controller , in response to a channel change command(in 
response to a user input ,e.g., a channel change request, col. 3, lines 30-31), causing 
said first tuner and said selector to, in synchronism, switch to the same channel, and 
said video switch to temporarily switch to an output of said selector until said first 
decoder is able to provide a viewable image(upon a determination that one of the scan 
list channels has been requested by a user, the stored l-frame associated with the 
requested channel can be immediately coupled to video decoder 45 to rapidly generate 
an image on the user's display screen, Col.9, lines 32-36). 

But Reitmeier et al did not explicitly disclose a second decoder coupled to said 
second tuner (36) for decoding said separate television signal carrying said mosaic 
views; a selector coupled to an output of said second decoder for selecting one of said 
decoded mosaic views. 

In an analogous art, Cooper et al disclose a second decoder coupled to said second 
tuner(seefig.2, element 90, decoder B) for decoding said separate television signal 
carrying said mosaic views; a selector coupled to an output of said second decoder for 
selecting one of said decoded mosaic views(consisting of a second Tuner B 80, which 
also operates to select a particular channel for reception, as is commonly known in the 
art, with the compressed audio and video data from Tuner B 80 being coupled to 
decoder B 90,0037). 

It would have been obvious for any person of ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made to introduce a separate second decoder into the system of 
Reitmeier, as taught by Cooper, for the benefit of improving the switching process. 

Re claim 2, Reitmeier et al disclose wherein the digital television system further 
comprises: an audio signal processing circuit for processing audio signals in a 
television signal(demultiplex audio streams and couple the demultiplexed audio streams 
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to the audio decoder 60, col. 12, lines 36-37); an audio switch (see fig. 1 , element 20, the 
main switch) having a first input coupled to an output of said first decoder , a second 
input coupled to an output of said selector , and an output coupled to an input of said 
audio signal processing circuit ; and at least one loudspeaker coupled to an output of 
said audio signal processing circuit for providing audio sounds corresponding to said 
audio signals(the audio portion of the new channel is decoded and sent to an audio 
output device, col. 3, lines 36-37), and wherein said controller causes said audio switch 
to switch to the output from said selector in synchronism with the switching of the video 
switch to the output from the selector(see fig.1 ,element 40, video switch) 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reitmeier et 
al in view of Cooper further in view of Geer, US No. 6788882. 

Re claim 3, Reitmeier et al did not explicitly disclose wherein the 
separate television signal containing the mosaic view is a high definition television 
signal. 

In an analogous art, Geer et al disclose wherein the 
separate television signal containing the mosaic view is a high definition television 
signal(the plurality of channels are formatted in a selected one of: NTSC analog TV, 
PAL/SECAM analog TV, digital TV, analog HDTV and digital HDTV, col.4, lines 10- 
13). 

It would have been obvious for any person of ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made to introduce HDTV into the system of Reitmeier in view of Cooper, 
as taught by Geer, for the purpose of improving the quality of video. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Cragun et al (US. Pat. 5561457) disclose a method and an 
apparatus for selectively viewing video information. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean Duclos Saintcyr whose phone number is 571 -270- 
3224. The examiner can normally reach on M-F 7:30-5:00 PM EST. If attempts to reach 
the examiner by telephone are not successful, his supervisor, Brian Pendleton, can be 
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reach on 571-272-7527. The fax number for the organization where the application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an 
application may be obtained from the Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. 
Status information for published applications may be obtained from either private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see htpp://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97(toll free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, dial 800-786-91 99(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



Jean Duclos Saintcyr 
/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



